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ALGEBRAIC FOLIATIONS DEFINED BY QUASI-LINESLAURENT BONAVERO AND ANDREAS HÖRINGAbstrat. Let X be a projetive manifold ontaining a quasi-line l. Animportant di�erene between quasi-lines and lines in the projetive spae isthat in general there is more than one quasi-line passing through two givengeneral points. In this paper we use this feature to onstrut an algebraifoliation assoiated to a family of quasi-lines. We prove that if the singularlous of this foliation is not too large, it indues a rational �bration on X thatmaps the general leaf of the foliation onto a quasi-line in a rational variety.1. Introdution1.A. Motivation. Let X be a omplex quasiprojetive manifold of dimension n.A quasi-line l in X is a smooth rational urve f : P1 →֒ X suh that f∗TX is thesame as for a line in Pn, i.e. is isomorphi to
OP1(2) ⊕OP1(1)⊕n−1.Quasi-lines have some of the deformation properties of lines, but there are importantdi�erenes: for example if x and y are general points in X there exist only �nitelymany deformations of l passing through the two points, but in general we do nothave uniqueness1. It is now well established that given a variety X with a quasi-line

l, the deformations and degenerations of l ontain interesting information on theglobal geometry of X . Here is an example of suh a result, due to Ionesu andVoia.1.1. Theorem. [IV03, Thm.1.12℄ Let X be a projetive manifold ontaininga quasi-line l. Assume there exists a divisor D suh that D · l = 1 and
h0(X,OX(D)) = s + 1 ≥ 2. Then there exists a small deformation l′ of l, a �-nite omposition of smooth blow-ups σ : X̃ → X with smooth enters disjoint from
l′ and a surjetive �bration ϕ : X̃ → Ps with rationally onneted general �bre suhthat ϕ maps isomorphially σ−1(l′) to a line in Ps.2A disadvantage of this statement is that a priori there seems to be no relationbetween the geometry of the quasi-line l and the existene of the divisor D. Thegoal of this paper is to �ll this gap by a onstrution inspired by the theory ofDate: July 27, 2009.2000 Mathematis Subjet Classi�ation. 37F75, 32S65, 14D06, 14J30, 14J40, 14N10.Key words and phrases. rational urves, quasi-line, rationally onneted manifold, holomorphifoliation, algebrai leaves.1We denote by e(X, l) the number of quasi-lines through two general points, see De�nition 1.12for a formal de�nition.2In order to simplify the statements, we'll simply say that there exists a rational �bration
ϕ : (X, l) 99K (Ps, line). 1
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omplex projetive manifoldsX swept out by linear spaes: these have been studiedfor more than twenty years (see [Ein85, ABW92, Sat97, NO07℄) and an observationommon to all these papers is that if the odimension of the linear spae is small,then either X is speial (a projetive spae, hyperquadri et.) or it admits a�bration suh that the �bres are linear spaes. A powerful tool in their theory isthe family of lines ontained in the linear spaes. The guiding philosophy of thispaper is that the rih geometry of a family of quasi-lines an be used to onstruta natural family of subvarieties that indues a (rational) �bration on X .1.B. Setup and main results. Let X be a projetive manifold of dimension nontaining a quasi-line l. The main tool used in this paper is an intrinsi foliation
Fx assoiated to the quasi-lines passing through a general point x of X . In asethe foliation has rank n − 1, its leaves are natural andidates to play the role ofthe divisor D in Theorem 1.1. The foliation Fx ⊂ TX is de�ned by the followingheuristi priniple:�for y general in X , the (losure of the) Fx-leaf through y is thesmallest subvariety V ⊂ X ontaining y and suh that for every zin V , every quasi-line through x and z is entirely ontained in V �.In a more tehnial language (see Setion 2) we prove the following theorem.1.2. Theorem. Let X be a projetive manifold ontaining a quasi-line l and let
Hx ⊂ C(X) be the sheme parametrising deformations and degenerations of l pass-ing through a general point x ∈ X. Then there exists a unique saturated algebraifoliation Fx ⊂ TX suh that for every general point y ∈ X, the unique Fx-leaf (f.Defn. 1.13) through y is the minimal Hx-stable projetive subvariety through y.If l is a line or more generally if e(X, l) = 1, the foliation Fx has rank one: the leafthrough a general point y is the unique quasi-line passing through x and y. Thisleads immediately to the following question.1.3. Question. Let X be a projetive manifold ontaining a quasi-line l. Let xbe a general point in X, and denote by Fx the orresponding foliation. Can weonstrut a rational �bration

ϕ : (X, l) 99K (Y, l′ := ϕ(l))onto a projetive variety Y suh that
• l′ is a quasi-line with e(Y, l′) = 1, and
• the general Fx-leaves are preimages of deformations of l′?Suppose for a moment that suh a �bration exists: �x two general points x and yin X , and denote by Fx and Fy the orresponding foliations. By hypothesis theunique Fx-leaf through y is the preimage of a quasi-line through ϕ(x) and ϕ(y).Analogously the unique Fy-leaf through x is the preimage of a quasi-line through

ϕ(y) and ϕ(x). Sine both quasi-lines are deformations of l′ passing through twogiven general points the ondition e(Y, l′) = 1 implies that they are idential. Henethe two leaves are idential. More formally we have a natural neessary onditionfor the existene of the �bration. 2



1.4. Assumption. Let X be a projetive manifold ontaining a quasi-line l. Let
x and y be two general points in X, and denote by Fx and Fy the orrespondingfoliations. Denote by Fx,y the unique Fx-leaf through y and by Fy,x the unique
Fy-leaf through x. Then we have

Fx,y = Fy,x.Sine every Fx-leaf ontains x, the singular lous F sing
x of the foliation ontains xand it is rather optimisti to expet general leaves to be smooth. Our �rst obser-vation is that under the Assumption 1.4 we have some ontrol on the singularitiesaround x.1.5. Proposition. Under the Assumption 1.4, let L be a general Fx-leaf and l ⊂ Xbe a general quasi-line through x suh that l ⊂ L. Then l is ontained in the smoothlous of L and is a quasi-line in L. In partiular L is smooth in x.Now that we have some loal information about the general leaf L, we an try tounderstand the global geometry of L and X . On the one hand we observe that

dimx F
sing
x ≥ rkFx − 1,so this looks like a rather tough task. On the other hand we know that the singularlous of the foliation given by lines in the projetive spae has dimension zero.Thus if we had a rational �bration ϕ : (X, l) 99K (Pn−rkFx+1, line), the singularlous would be of dimension exatly rkFx− 1. Our main theorem shows that theseneessary onditions are su�ient to give an a�rmative answer to Question 1.3.1.6. Theorem. Let X be a projetive manifold ontaining a quasi-line l. Let x bea general point in X, and denote by Fx the orresponding foliation with general leaf

L. Assume that rkFx < dimX and the Assumption 1.4 holds. Then the followingholds.a) If the foliation Fx satis�es
dimx F

sing
x < rkFx − 1 +

1

2
(n− rkFx),there exists a rational �bration ϕL : (L, l) 99K P1 suh that l is a setion3.b) If the foliation Fx satis�es

dimx F
sing
x = rkFx − 1,there exists a rational �bration ϕ : (X, l) 99K (Y, l′) onto a projetive variety

Y of dimension n − rkFx + 1 suh that l′ is a quasi-line with e(Y, l′) = 1.Moreover the restrition of ϕ to L is the �bration ϕL.Sine the quasi-line l′ ⊂ Y satis�es e(Y, l′) = 1, the variety Y is rational by [IN03,Prop.3.1℄. In view of Theorem 1.1 it would be nie to know when the quasi-line
l′ ⊂ Y identi�es to a line in a projetive spae. One guess is the following.3More preisely, there exists a �nite omposition of smooth blow-ups σ : L̃ → L with smoothenters disjoint from a deformation l′ of l and a surjetive �bration ϕL : L̃ → P

1 suh that σ−1(l′)is a setion of ϕL. 3



1.7. Conjeture. Let X be a projetive manifold ontaining a quasi-line l with
e(X, l) = 1. If the (rank one) foliation Fx satis�es

dimx F
sing
x = 0,there exists a birational map X 99K Pn that is an isomorphism in a neighbourhoodof l and maps l onto a line.A similar statement is shown in [IR07, Thm.1.5℄, but they make the additionalhypothesis that all the deformations of l are smooth at x. If the rank of Fx equals

n− 1 all these onsideration boil down to a very simple statement.1.8. Proposition. Let X be a projetive manifold ontaining a quasi-line l. Let
x be a general point in X, and denote by Fx the orresponding foliation. Assumethat rkFx = n− 1 and the Assumption 1.4 holds. Then the following holds.a) There exists a rational �bration ϕ : (X, l) 99K (P2, line).b) If the Piard number of X is one, we have X ≃ P2.Although we do not have an example where the Assumption 1.4 fails, it is of ourselegitimate to ask what happens in this situation. We don't have muh hope tounderstand the geometry of Fx or X , but we an address another basi problem inthe study of quasi-lines: omputing, or at least bounding the invariant e(X, l).1.9. Theorem. Let X be a projetive manifold of dimension three ontaining aquasi-line l. Let x be a general point in X, and denote by Fx the orrespondingfoliation. Assume that rkFx = 2 and the Assumption 1.4 fails. Then

e(X, l) ≤ 16
(deg l)3

degX
,where all the degrees are taken with respet to an ample line bundle H on X.If the Assumption 1.4 holds it is muh more di�ult to �nd a reasonable bound forthe invariant e(X, l), f. the disussion after Proposition 5.2.Aknowledgements. The seond named author wants to thank Kristina Frantzenfor explaining to him the nie ombinatorial argument in Example 5.3.1.C. Notation and basi de�nitions. We work over the omplex �eld C, topo-logial notions always refer to the Zariski topology. A variety is an integral shemeof �nite type over C, a manifold is a smooth variety. A �bration is a surjetivemorphism ϕ : X → Y between normal varieties suh that dimX > dimY > 0and ϕ∗OX ≃ OY , that is all the �bres are onneted. Fibres are always sheme-theoreti �bres. For general de�nitions we refer to Hartshorne's book [Har77℄, wewill also use the standard terminology of Mori theory and deformation theory asexplained in [Deb01, Kol96℄.Let X be a projetive variety and let V ⊂ X be a projetive subvariety. Identify Vto its fundamental yle4. We denote by [V ] the point in the Chow sheme C(X)orresponding to V .4Throughout the whole paper, we will not distinguish between an e�etive yle and its support.4



1.10. De�nition. Let N ⊂ C(X) be a �nite union of subvarieties parametrising
d-dimensional yles V ⊂ X. We say that a property holds for a general (resp. verygeneral) yle V if there exist an open dense (resp. dense) subset N0 ⊂ N suhthat the property holds for every yle parametrised by a point [V ] ∈ N0.For the onveniene of the reader we reall some well known fat from deformationtheory: let X be a omplex projetive manifold of dimension n, and let l ⊂ X bea quasi-line. Sine

Nl/X ≃ OP1(1)⊕n−1,the Chow sheme C(X) is smooth of dimension 2n− 2 at [l]. Therefore there existsa unique irreduible omponentH of C(X) ontaining [l]. Furthermore a urve of Xorresponding to a general point ofH is a quasi-line. Let Γ ⊂ H×X be the universalfamily, then the natural map Γ → X is surjetive. Thus for a general point x ∈ X ,the subsheme Hx ⊂ H parametrising deformations and degenerations of l passingthrough x has pure dimension n− 1. Furthermore the points [l′] orresponding toquasi-lines are dense in Hx. Sine for any suh quasi-line l′ ⊂ X

Nl′/X ⊗ Ix ≃ O⊕n−1
P1 ,we see that all the irreduible omponents of Hx are generially smooth. Setting

Γx for the universal family we get the following basi diagram:(1) Γx

q

��

p
// X

Hx1.11. Remarks.a) We �x the family H for the rest of the paper. Thus if we say that aproperty holds for every quasi-line through x and y, we mean every quasi-line through x and y parametrised by H, i.e. being a member of the familywe are interested in.b) Let us also point out what the meaning of general (see De�nition 1.10)means in this ontext: a property holds for a general quasi-line through xif there exists an open dense subset H0
x ⊂ Hx suh that it is satis�ed byevery quasi-line parametrised by H0

x.We an now give the tehnial de�nition of the invariant e(X, l). This number hasbeen introdued by Ionesu and Voia and gives the number of quasi-lines whihare deformations of l and pass through two given general points of X .1.12. De�nition. Let X be a omplex projetive manifold of dimension n and let
l ⊂ X be a quasi-line. Let x ∈ X be a general point and let p : Γx → X be themorphism from Diagram (1). Then we de�ne

e(X, l) := deg(p).Let us �nally de�ne the kind of foliations we'll be interested in.1.13. De�nition. Let X be a projetive manifold. A re�exive subsheaf F ⊂ TX isalled a foliation on X if it satis�es the following two onditions.5



a) The subsheaf F is saturated, that is the quotient TX/F is torsion-free. Sinea torsion-free sheaf is loally free in odimension one, this implies that theregular lous of the foliation, i.e. the open set
F reg = {y ∈ X | F ⊂ TX is a subbundle in an analyti neighbourhood of y}is the omplement of a subset of odimension at least two. Equivalently thesingular lous of the foliation

F sing := X \ F reghas odimension at least two.b) For every y ∈ F reg, there exists a projetive subvariety Fy passing through
y suh that

F|Freg∩Fy
= TFy

|Freg∩Fy
⊂ TX |Freg∩Fy

.We all Fy the unique F-leaf through y.1.14. Remarks.a) Our de�nition of foliation is muh stronger than the usual one in di�erentialgeometry sine we want the leaves to be proper subvarieties of X . Suhfoliations are also alled algebrai foliation.b) We also all leaf of a foliation the losure of the usual leaf in di�erentialgeometry, hoping there will be no onfusion for the reader. The seondondition then implies that the singular lous of a leaf Fy is ontained inthe singular lous of the foliation.2. The foliations assoiated to a family of quasi-lines2.A. Constrution of the foliations. Let X be a omplex projetive manifoldof dimension n, and let l ⊂ X be a quasi-line. Let x ∈ X be a general point and let
Γx

q

��

p
// X

Hxbe the basi diagram (1).Let now H̃x ⊂ Hx be the maximal smooth open dense subset suh that the pointsof H̃x parametrise quasi-lines through x. We denote by Γ̃x the universal familyin H̃x ×X . Note that Γ̃x is a quasi-projetive, not neessarily onneted, smoothsheme that is a P
1-bundle over H̃x.Let Γ̃∗

x ⊂ Γ̃x be the maximal open dense subset suh that the restrition of p :

Γx → X to Γ̃∗
x is �at and �nite. Up to replaing H̃x by q(Γ̃∗

x), we an suppose thatthe restrition of q to Γ̃∗
x is equidimensional of relative dimension 1 and surjetive.6



Denoting by p̃ and q̃ the restritions of the natural maps p and q to Γ̃∗
x, we get anew basi diagram:(2) Γ̃∗

x

q̃

��

p̃
// X

H̃x2.1. Remarks.a) Sine all the quasi-lines parametrised by Hx pass through x, the map p :
Γx → X ontrats a divisor onto x. Therefore the point x is not in theimage of p̃ : Γ̃∗

x → X .b) If y is a general point in X , all the quasi-lines through x and y parametrisedby H are parametrised by a point of H̃x: if this was not the ase, weould vary y in a n-dimensional quasi-projetive family and get an n − 1-dimensional subsheme of Hx that is disjoint from H̃x. Sine H̃x is densein Hx and all the irreduible omponents have dimension n − 1, we wouldget a ontradition. In partiular p̃ is dominant and we have
deg p̃ = deg p = e(X, l).2.2. Example. Set X := P

2, and onsider the family of lines on P
2. For x ∈ Xarbitrary, we have Hx ≃ P1 and the universal family Γx is the �rst Hirzebruhsurfae F1. All the urves parametrised byHx ≃ P1 are lines through x, soHx = H̃xand Γx = Γ̃x. The natural map p : F1 → P2 is given by the ontration of the unique

(−1)-urve E, so Γ̃∗
x = F1 \ E.2.3. De�nition. Let V ⊂ X be a projetive subvariety suh that V intersets theimage of p̃ : Γ̃∗

x → X. We say that V is Hx-stable if
p̃(q̃−1(q̃(p̃−1(V ))) = V.Let y ∈ X be a general point. A projetive subvariety of X ontaining y is aminimal Hx-stable subvariety through y if it is ontained in any Hx-stable subvarietyontaining y.2.4. Remark. It is immediate from the de�nition that for any general point

y ∈ X , a minimal Hx-stable subvariety through y is unique. Furthermore a quasi-line passing through x and a general point of a Hx-stable subvariety V is ontainedin V .We are now ready to state and prove our �rst result.Theorem 1.2. Let X be a projetive manifold of dimension n ontaining a quasi-line l, and let Hx ⊂ C(X) be the sheme parametrising deformations and degen-erations of l passing through a general point x ∈ X. Then there exists a uniquesaturated algebrai foliation Fx ⊂ TX suh that for every general point y ∈ X, theunique Fx-leaf through y is the minimal Hx-stable projetive subvariety through y.The onstrution of Fx is roughly the same as the one given by Ein-Kühle-Lazarsfeld [EKL95℄ or Hwang-Keum [HK03℄. The basi idea is very simple: let
y ∈ X be a general point and hoose a quasi-line l from x to y. Let Zl be theset of quasi-lines through x meeting a general point of l, i.e. a point in l ∩ Im(p̃).7



Then there are two possibilities: the urves parametrised by Zl dominate a surfae
l ⊂ S ⊂ X or map into l. In the seond ase we have �nished, the urve l is theminimal Hx-stable subvariety through y. In the �rst ase we hoose an irreduibleomponent of the surfae S and restart the onstrution, i.e. we onsider the set
ZS of quasi-lines through x meeting a general point of S, et.Proof. Let x be a general point of X .Step 1: onstrution of the minimal Hx-stable subvarieties. Fix y ∈ X a generalpoint. We de�ne a sequene of subvarieties as follows: set V0 := y, and for i ∈
{1, . . . , n+ 1}, let Vi be an irreduible omponent of

p̃(q̃−1(q̃(p̃−1(Vi−1)))that has maximal dimension. By �atness of p̃, every irreduible omponent of
p̃−1(Vi−1) has dimension dim Vi−1 and dominates Vi−1. Thus we have

Vi−1 ⊂ Vi ⊂ Xand
dimVi ≤ dimVi−1 + 1.Furthermore dimVi = dimVi−1 if and only if all the irreduible omponents of

p̃(q̃−1(q̃(p̃−1(Vi−1))) have dimension dimVi−1. Sine these omponents all ontain
Vi−1 we see that dimVi = dimVi−1 if and only if

p̃(q̃−1(q̃(p̃−1(Vi−1))) = Vi−1,i.e. if and only if Vi−1 is Hx-stable. Sine dimVi ≤ dimX for all i ∈ {0, . . . , n+1},we see that neessarily dimVn = dim Vn+1, so Vn is Hx-stable. We set
Fx,y := Vn.Let us now show that Fx,y is minimal: let M be a Hx-stable subvariety through y.We will show indutively that Vi ⊂M , the start of the indution being lear sine

y ∈M by hypothesis. For the indution step, note that if Vi−1 ⊂M , then
p̃(q̃−1(q̃(p̃−1(Vi−1))) ⊂ p̃(q̃−1(q̃(p̃−1(M))).Sine M is Hx-stable the right hand side equals M , so

Vi ⊂ p̃(q̃−1(q̃(p̃−1(Vi−1)))implies the laim.Step 2: onstrution of the foliation. The preeding step gives the existene of aminimal Hx-stable subvariety Fx,y through a general point y ∈ X . Sine the Chowsheme of X has only ountably many omponents, there exists a losed subvariety
Zx ⊂ C(X) suh that for y ∈ X general, the variety Fx,y orresponds to a point
[Fx,y] ∈ Zx. Up to replaing Zx by a subvariety, we an suppose that the points
[Fx,y] are dense in Zx.Let Fx ⊂ Zx×X be the universal family over Zx. Note that sine Zx is irreduibleand the general �bre is irreduible, the total spae Fx is irreduible. We laim thatthe natural morphism

p′ : Fx → Xis birational. We argue by ontradition and suppose that this is not the ase: thenfor y ∈ X general, the �bre p′−1(y) is not a singleton, so q(p′−1(y)) has at leasttwo distint points z and z′. Thus by onstrution the subvarieties parametrised8



by z and z′ are distint minimal Hx-stable varieties through y, a ontradition tothe uniqueness of these varieties.Let TFx/Zx
:= Hom(ΩFx/Zx

,OFx
) be the relative tangent sheaf of the family. Sine

p′ is birational, the tangent map gives an integrable subsheaf
Tp′(TFx/Zx

) ⊂ TX .We de�ne the foliation Fx to be the saturation of Tp′(TFx/Zx
) in TX , i.e. thekernel of the surjetive map TX → (TX/Tp

′(TFx/Zx
))/Torsion. By onstrution,the unique Fx-leaf through a general point y ∈ X is the variety Fx,y, so it is theminimal Hx-stable subvariety. This also guarantees that the foliation is unique. �2.5. Remark. In the preeding proof, we hoose an irreduible omponent of

p̃(q̃−1(q̃(p̃−1(Vi−1))) at eah step. The resulting foliation does not depend on thesehoies.2.B. Examples and �rst properties. It is of ourse possible that the foliation
Fx is trivial, that is Fx = TX . In this �general type� ase our tehniques don't sayanything, but the following examples show that the geometrially most interestingases are not of this type.2.6. Example.a) Let X = Pn and onsider the family of lines. Then for every x ∈ Pn, thefoliation Fx is the rank one foliation whose leaves are the lines through x.b) Let X be projetive manifold and let l ⊂ X be a quasi-line suh that

e(X, l) = 1. Then the morphism p from Diagram (1) is birational and ageneral quasi-line meets the exeptional lous of p in x only. Thus thefoliation Fx has rank one, its general leaves are the general quasi-linesthrough x. Conversely, if the foliation Fx has rank one, the leaf through ageneral point y is a single urve, therefore e(X, l) = 1.The following example was the starting point of our theory. It illustrates the phi-losophy that if we have a quasi-line l ⊂ X suh that e(X, l) > 1, the foliation Fxshould ome from a �bration.2.7. Example. Let X be a double over of P1×P2 whose branh lous is a generaldivisor of bidegree (2, 2). The threefold X is Fano with Piard number 2, denoteby ϕ : X → P2 the projetion on the seond fator. The map ϕ is a oni bundle,whose disriminant lous is a quarti urve in P2. Let d be a general line in P2and set Sd := ϕ−1(d). The surfae Sd is a del Pezzo surfae and the indued map
ϕ : Sd → d ≃ P1 has exatly 4 singular �bres. Therefore we have a morphism
µ : Sd → P2 representing Sd as the blow-up of �ve points p1, . . . , p5 ∈ P2 in generalposition. Let C be a general line in P2 and set l := µ−1(C). Clearly l is a quasi-lineof Sd and a setion of ϕ : Sd → d, therefore l is a quasi-line of X [BH07, Lemma4.1℄. For every x ∈ X general, the foliation Fx is the rank two foliation whosegeneral leaves are the preimages of lines through ϕ(x). Note that by onsequenethe singular lous of the foliation ontains the oni ϕ−1(ϕ(x)), but the general leafis the smooth surfae Sd = ϕ−1(d).As we already mentioned, the foliation Fx is singular. However we have the follow-ing properties. 9



2.8. Proposition. Let x ∈ X be a general point and let Fx be the foliation on-struted in Theorem 1.2. Suppose that rkFx < dimX. Then the following propertieshold.a) A general quasi-line through x meets the singular lous of Fx exatly in x.b) If y ∈ X is a general point, all the quasi-lines parametrised by Hx passingthrough y are ontained in Fx,y, the unique Fx-leaf through y. Furthermorethey meet the singular lous of Fx exatly in x.Proof. By onstrution the general Fx-leaf is of the form Fx,y, so it ontains x.Sine the foliation is not trivial, this implies that x is in the singular lous F sing
x ofthe foliation. Sine the foliation Fx is saturated, its singular lous has odimensionat least two. A nowadays well-known argument in deformation theory of very freerational urves [Kol96, II,Prop.3.7℄ shows that a general quasi-line l through x doesnot meet F sing

x \ {x}.For the seond statement, the �rst part follows from Remark 2.5. Assume thenby ontradition that for every y ∈ X general there exists at least one quasi-linethrough x and y that meets F sing
x \ {x}. We then get, with the notations of theDiagram (1), that for y general in X ,

p−1(F sing
x \ {x}) ∩ q−1(q(p−1(y))) 6= ∅.This means that a general quasi-line through x intersets F sing

x \ {x}, whih is notpossible sine F sing
x \ {x} is of odimension at least two in X (see again [Kol96,II,Prop.3.7℄). �We now give two tehnial onsequenes of our onstrution whih will be veryuseful in Setion 4.2.9. Proposition. With the notations above, the basi Diagram (1) fators for xgeneral in X through the universal family Fx → Zx of the leaves of the foliation

Fx, i.e. up to replaing H̃x by a dense open subset we have a ommutative diagram
Γ̃x

q|Γ̃x

��

p′′
//

p|Γ̃x

��

Fx

q′

��

p′
// X

H̃x

ψ
// Zxsuh that ψ is dominant.Proof. The natural morphism p′ : Fx → X is birational, so we have a rational map

p′′ := (p′)−1 ◦ p : Γx 99K Fx.Sine Γ̃x is smooth, we an replae Γx by its normalisation without hanging Γ̃x.Then [Deb01, Ch. 1.39℄ implies that the indeterminay lous of p′′ has odimensionat least two, in partiular it does not surjet onto Hx. Therefore up to replaing
H̃x by a dense open subset, we an suppose that p′′ is de�ned on Γ̃x. It is lear that
p|Γ̃x

= p′ ◦p′′, and by onstrution of the foliation Fx, it maps a urve parametrisedby H̃x into the general leaf ontaining it. So the rigidity lemma [Deb01, Lemma10



1.15℄ applied to Γ̃x → H̃x and Γ̃x → Fx → Zx shows that there exists a morphism
ψ : H̃x → Zx that makes the diagram ommutative. Sine p′′ is dominant, thesame holds for ψ. �Let us remark that the onstrution of the foliations Fx an be done �in family�when x moves in X . Indeed, for a general point x ∈ X , we have de�ned a foliation
Fx and its universal family q : Fx → Zx. Arguing as in the onstrution of thefoliation Fx, we see that there exists a subvariety Z ⊂ X × C(X) suh that theprojetion on the �rst fator pX : Z → X is a dominant proper morphism thatsatis�es p−1

X (x) = Zx. Thus we get a universal family q : F → Z, where
F ⊂ Z ×X ⊂ X × C(X) ×Xsuh that q′−1(Zx) = Fx. The projetion on the �rst and third fator indues amorphism p′ : F → X×X suh that the restrition p′|Fx

: Fx → x×X identi�es tothe morphism p′ : Fx → X from Diagram (4)5. The morphism p′ : F → X ×X issurjetive and birational. Last but not least, let pC : Z → C(X) be the morphismgiven by the projetion on the seond fator. We resume the onstrution in aommutative diagram(3) F

q′

��

p′
// X ×X

p1

��
































C(X) Z

pX

��

pC
oo

X3. A fundamental dihotomyIf the foliation Fx is not trivial, it is singular at x and depends on the hoie ofthe general base point x. We will show now that it is very interesting to omparethe foliations arising from di�erent general hoies of base points. The aim of thissetion is to prove the following dihotomy.3.1. Proposition. Let X be a projetive manifold ontaining a quasi-line l. Let
x and y be two general points in X and denote by Fx and Fy the orrespondingfoliations. Assume Fx and Fy are not trivial, that is rkFx = rkFy < dimX.Denote by Fx,y the unique Fx-leaf through y and by Fy,x the unique Fy-leaf through
x.Then the following properties hold.a) The foliation Fx is smooth at y.b) If y is very general, there exists a desingularisation µ : F ′

x,y → Fx,y suhthat y is in the lous of free rational urves (f. [Deb01, Prop.4.14℄) of F ′
x,y.) The foliation Fy is smooth at x.Moreover exatly one of the following situations ours.(I) We have Fx,y = Fy,x and the variety Fx,y is smooth at x.5In order to simplify the notation, we denote the two morphisms by the same letter.11



(II) The intersetion Fx,y ∩ Fy,x is a strit subset of Fx,y and Fy,x.Proof. It is obvious how to ensure the properties a) and b): if Fx,z is a general Fx-leaf, take a desingularisation µ : F ′
x,z → Fx,z. Then a very general point y ∈ F ′

x,zis in the free lous and does not meet the exeptional lous of µ, so it an beonsidered as a very general point of y ∈ Fx,z. Sine for suh a very general point
Fx,y = Fx,z, we get the onlusion.Let us now show that for y ∈ X general, property ) also holds: let R ⊂ X×X be thesmallest losed subset suh that for y ∈ X general, the �bre Ry := p−1

1 (y) ⊂ y×Xindued by the projetion on the �rst fator is the singular lous of the foliation Fy.Sine the foliations Fy are saturated, we have dimR ≤ 2 dimX−2. Let p2 : R → Xbe the restrition of the projetion on the seond fator. For x ∈ X general, the�bre p−1
2 (x) has dimension at most dimX−2. Therefore p1(p

−1
2 (x)) has dimensionat most dimX − 2, so it is a strit subset of X . Yet by onstrution,

{y ∈ X general | Fy is singular at x} ⊂ p1(p
−1
2 (x)).Let us now prove the basi dihotomy: suppose that the intersetion Fx,y ∩ Fy,x isnot a strit subset of Fx,y or Fy,x. Sine the foliations Fx and Fy have the samerank, this implies Fx,y = Fy,x. Furthermore we have just seen that the point x is inthe regular lous of the foliation Fy. Thus Fy,x is smooth at x, hene Fx,y = Fy,xis smooth at x. �3.2. Examples.a) We don't have any examples for the Case (II) of Proposition 3.1. Neverthe-less we see no reason why suh examples shouldn't exist, sine the foliationsdepend heavily on the family of urves and thus on the hoie of the basepoint.b) Let X = P

n and H be the family of lines. Then for every x, y ∈ P
n with

x 6= y, the varieties Fx,y = Fy,x are the unique line through x and y. Moregenerally, ase (I) ours when e(X, l) = 1.) In Example 2.7, for x ∈ X general, the general Fx-leaf is a smooth surfae
Sd = ϕ−1(d) where d is a line in P2 through ϕ(x). Thus for x and y in Xgeneral, the varieties Fx,y and Fy,x are the preimage ϕ−1(dϕ(x),ϕ(y)) of theunique line dϕ(x),ϕ(y) through ϕ(x) and ϕ(y).3.3. Remark. Using the Diagram (3), we an give a tehnially more usefulexpression of the dihotomy in Proposition 3.1: �x [L] a general point in pC(Z)(whih also means that L is a general Fx-leaf, x being general). By de�nition ofthe foliations and the parameter spae Z, we have

p−1
C ([L]) = {(z, [L]) ∈ Z | L is a Fz − leaf}.Being in ase (I) of Proposition 3.1 is equivalent to have Fx,z = Fz,x for x and zgeneral in X . Sine for z ∈ L general, we have Fx,z = L, we see that being in ase(I) of Proposition 3.1 is equivalent to asking that

pX(p−1
C ([L])) = L.Sine pX is an isomorphism on the �bres of pC , this is equivalent to

p−1
C ([L]) = L × [L].12



Looking at the universal family, it is lear that
q′−1(p−1

C ([L])) = p−1
C ([L]) × L,so we get a natural identi�ation

q′−1(p−1
C ([L])) = L × [L] × L.This means that L is the natural parameter spae for the x ∈ X suh that thevariety L ⊂ X is a leaf of the foliation Fx.4. The main resultsThe aim of this setion is to prove Theorem 1.6 and Proposition 1.8. Until the endof Subsetion 4.B, we will always suppose that the Assumption 1.4 holds, i.e. weare in the following situation.Assumption. Let X be a projetive manifold ontaining a quasi-line l. Let xand y be two general points in X and denote by Fx and Fy the orrespondingfoliations. Denote by Fx,y the unique Fx-leaf through y and by Fy,x the unique

Fy-leaf through x. Then we have
Fx,y = Fy,x.We also assume that the foliation Fx is not trivial (rkFx < dimX), and denote by

L a general Fx-leaf. Sine our assumption means preisely that we are in the �rstase of Proposition 3.1, the leaf L is smooth in x.4.A. Struture of the general leaves. Reall the ommutative diagram(4) Γ̃x

q|Γ̃x

��

p′′
//

p|Γ̃x

��

Fx

q′

��

p′
// X

H̃x

ψ
// Zxintrodued in Proposition 2.9.4.1. Lemma. Under the Assumption 1.4 the following holds.a) A general quasi-line through x ontained in L is ontained in the smoothlous of L and is a quasi-line in that variety.b) In partiular if y is a general point in L, every quasi-line through x and yis ontained in the smooth lous of L and is a quasi-line in that variety.Remark. It is probably neessary to explain this statement: the leaf L orrespondsto a general point [L] ∈ Zx. Let ψ : H̃x → Z̃x be the morphism in the diagram(4) above, then the �bre ψ−1([L]) parametrises quasi-lines through x ontained in

L. The term general (see De�nition 1.10) refers to a quasi-line parametrised by ageneral point of ψ−1([L]). Sine L is a general leaf, this is equivalent to saying thatthe quasi-line orresponds to a general point of H̃x.13



This also explains why the seond statement is a speial ase of the �rst: the hoieof the point x and the Fx-leaf L �x ψ−1([L]), but the hoie of a general y ∈ L isindependent, so the quasi-lines through x and y are general.Proof. By Proposition 2.8 (a), a general quasi-line l through x meets F sing
x exatlyin x. Sine

Lsing ⊂ F sing
xand x 6∈ Lsing by Proposition 3.1, the urve l is ontained in the smooth lous of L.Sine [L] ∈ Zx is a general point, all the irreduible omponents of the �bre ψ−1([L])have the expeted dimension rkFx − 1. Let V be suh an irreduible omponent,then q−1(V ) has dimension rkFx. Sine [L] is general, the variety q−1(V ) is not on-tained in the exeptional lous of the generially �nite morphism p, so p(q−1(V )) hasdimension rkFx. Sine we have a fatorisation p = p′ ◦ p′′, we see that p′′(q−1(V ))has dimension rkFx = dimL. So the family of rational urves parametrised by Vdominates L and all its members pass through x. Thus by [Deb01, 4.10℄ a urveparametrised by a general point of V is a very free urve in L. Sine p′|L is anisomorphism, this implies that TL|l is ample and the injetion

TL|l →֒ TX |limplies that it has the splitting type of a quasi-line. �Our goal is now to show the following proposition whih orresponds to part a) ofTheorem 1.6.4.2. Proposition. Under the Assumption 1.4, suppose moreover that
dimx F

sing
x < rkFx − 1 +

1

2
(n− rkFx).Then there exists a rational �bration ϕL : (L, l) 99K P1 suh that l is a setion.The statement will be a onsequene of Theorem 1.1. In view of the hypothesis inTheorem 1.1 we have to address the following tasks:1.) onstrut an e�etive divisor EL,x ⊂ L suh that EL,x · l = 1,2.) show that EL,x is in a linear system of dimension one.We will see that EL,x will be the restrition of an exeptional divisor Ex of thenatural map Fx → X . At �rst glane it seems impossible that EL,x moves in alinear system, but this intuition is wrong: the restrition of Fx → X to L is anembedding, so EL,x is not exeptional.If the foliation Fx has rank one, the onstrution of Ex is trivial: the universalfamilies Fx and Γx are the same, the set p−1(x) ⊂ Γx gives a q-setion, so itsrestrition to a general quasi-line is a redued point. If Fx has higher rank, thisobvious onstrution no longer works: the generially �nite morphism p′′ maps

p−1(x) onto p′−1(x) whih is not a divisor in Fx.Step 1. Constrution of the divisor EL,x. We use the notation of the Diagram(4). Any Fx-leaf passes through x, so p′−1(x) is a setion of q′. Furthermore L issmooth at x, so the general q′-�bre is smooth at the intersetion with p′−1(x). Thisshows that Fx is smooth in the general point of p′−1(x). Sine by Lemma 4.1 abovea general urve parametrised by H̃x is ontained in the smooth lous of a general14



q′-�bre, it follows that it is ontained in the smooth lous of Fx. This shows thatthere exists a desingularisation F ′
x → Fx thata) is an isomorphism in the general point of p′−1(x),b) a general urve parametrised by H̃x does not meet the exeptional lous.These properties assure that all the following omputations take plae in the om-plement of the exeptional lous of the desingularisation, moreover we don't haveto distinguish Weil and Cartier divisors. In order to simplify the notation, we thussuppose without loss of generality that Fx is smooth.Sine the base of the birational morphism p′ : Fx → X is smooth, the p′-exeptionallous has pure odimension one in Fx and the determinant of the Jaobian dp′de�nes an equality of yles
KFx/X =

∑

i≥1

aiEi,where the Ei are the p′-exeptional divisors and the ai are positive integers. Let
l ⊂ X be a quasi-line parametrised by a general point of H̃x suh that l ⊂ L.Identifying the leaf L ⊂ X and the orresponding subvariety of Fx, we authoriseourselves to see l also as a rational urve in Fx. Then l is a free urve in Fx(although it is not a quasi-line in Fx), so

Ei · l ≥ 0 ∀ i ≥ 1.Note furthermore that
p′(Ei) ⊂ F sing

x ,sine through any point of p′(Ei) pass an in�nity of leaves. By Proposition 2.8 ageneral quasi-line through x meets F sing
x exatly in x, so we see that

Ei · l > 0 ⇔ p′−1(x) ⊂ Ei.Thus we get
KFx/X · l =

∑

p′−1(x)⊂Ei

aiEi · land we denote by Ex the support of ∑

p′−1(x)⊂Ei
aiEi. Note that Ex is not empty,sine x is ontained in every Fx-leaf. Furthermore every irreduible omponent

Ei ⊂ Ex maps surjetively onto Zx sine p′−1(x) is a q′-setion. In partiular thegeneral �bre of Ei → Zx has dimension rkFx − 1, so
EL,x := Ex ∩ Lis a non-empty e�etive divisor in L passing through the point x ∈ L. Sine therestrition of p′ to L is an isomorphism, we see that

dim p′(Ei) ≥ rkFx − 1,so in partiular
dimx F

sing
x ≥ rkFx − 1.The following lemma shows that the divisor EL,x has some interesting intersetionproperties provided the dimension of the singular lous of the foliation is not toolarge. 15



4.3. Lemma. Under the Assumption 1.4, let l be a quasi-line parametrised by ageneral point of H̃x suh that l ⊂ L. If
dimx F

sing
x < rkFx − 1 +

d− 1

d
(n− rkFx)for some d ∈ N, then

EL,x · l < d.In partiular if
dimx F

sing
x < rkFx − 1 +

1

2
(n− rkFx),then

EL,x · l = 1.Hene the e�etive divisor EL,x is smooth in x ∈ L and Ex is irreduible.Proof. By Lemma 4.1 the rational urve l is a quasi-line in the leaf L, so by ad-juntion
KFx

· l = KL · l = −(rkFx + 1).Sine l is a quasi-line in X this implies
KFx/X · l = n− rkFx.Using the notation introdued before the lemma, a loal omputation shows thatif Ei ⊂ Ex is an irreduible omponent then
ai ≥ n− 1 − dim p′(Ei).Sine x ∈ p′(Ei) ⊂ F sing

x we get
ai ≥ n− 1 − dimx F

sing
x .Thus one has

n− rkFx = KFx/X · l =
∑

p′−1(x)⊂Ei

aiEi · l ≥ (n− 1 − dimx F
sing
x )EL,x · l.So if EL,x · l ≥ d, we have

n− rkFx ≥ d(n− 1 − dimxF
sing
x ).This is equivalent to the �rst statement.The seond statement orresponds to the ase d = 2, the smoothness of EL,x in xis immediate from EL,x · l = 1. Sine any irreduible omponent of Ex ontains

p′−1(x), this also shows that Ex is irreduible. �Step 2. Dimension of the linear system. Reall the ommutative Diagram (3)
F

q′

��

p′
// X ×X

p1

��
































C(X) Z

pX

��

pC
oo
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The map p′ is birational and sine X ×X is smooth, the p′-exeptional lous hasodimension 1 in F . Denote by E ⊂ F the union of p′-exeptional divisors thatontain p′−1(∆). By de�nition we have for x ∈ X general
Ex = (pX ◦ q′)−1(x) ∩ E,where Ex ⊂ Fx is the divisor introdued in the �rst step. By Remark 3.3 one has

q′−1(p−1
C ([L])) = L × [L] × L,so L is the natural parameter spae for the x ∈ X suh that the subvariety L ⊂ Xis a leaf of the foliation Fx. Thus for x general in L we have

EL,x = {y ∈ L | (x, [L], y) ∈ E}where EL,x ⊂ L is the divisor introdued in the �rst step. Varying x in theparameter spae L, this de�nes a family of algebraially equivalent divisors onthe leaf L, and sine x ∈ EL,x the divisor EL,x moves in L. Sine L is rationallyonneted, we have h1(L,OL) = 0, the algebraially equivalent divisors EL,x aretherefore linearly equivalent. Simply denoting by EL any linear representative ofthe EL,x's, we �nally dedue that
h0(L, EL) ≥ 2.End of the proof of Proposition 4.2. Aording to Theorem 1.1, the only thing toprove is the equality h0(L, EL) = 2. Set h0(L, EL) =: s + 1, and let ϕL : L̃ → P

sbe the map given by Theorem 1.1. Reall now the onstrution of L by a sequeneof subvarieties
V0 = y ⊂ V1 ⊂ . . . ⊂ Vn = L ⊂ Xwhere Vi is obtained form Vi−1 by adding quasi-lines through x and a generalpoint of Vi−1. We will prove indutively that ϕL(Vi) is a �xed line in P

s for every
i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Sine V1 is a quasi-line l′ through x and a given point of L, thestart of the indution is trivial. Suppose now that ϕL(Vi−1) = ϕL(l′) for some
i ≥ 2. The quasi-lines lz through x and a general point z of Vi−1 dominate Vi, soit is su�ient to show that ϕL(lz) = ϕL(l′). Yet ϕL(lz) and ϕL(l′) are lines in Psmeeting in the points ϕL(x) and ϕL(z), thus they are idential. �In the preeding proof the hypothesis on the singular lous of the foliation was onlyused to apply Lemma 4.3. Thus we have shown:4.4. Proposition. Under the Assumption 1.4, suppose moreover that EL · l = 1.Then there exists a rational �bration ϕL : (L, l) 99K P1 suh that l is a setion.4.B. Struture of X. The �rst part of Proposition 1.8 is a orollary of Theorem1.6: the only thing we have to show is that the surfae Y admits a birational map
Y 99K P

2 suh that l′ maps onto a line. This an be dedued from the list in [IV03,Prop. 1.21℄. Sine the proof of Theorem 1.6 is rather involved, we give a shortindependent argument based on Theorem 1.1.Proof of Proposition 1.8. Denote by L a general leaf. By Lemma 4.1 a generalquasi-line l ontained in L is a quasi-line in L. Therefore the exat sequene
0 → TL|l → TX |l → NL/X |l ≃ OX(L)|l → 017



shows that L· l = 1. Sine the divisor L moves in the rationally onneted manifold
X , we an apply Theorem 1.1 to get a birational map σ : X̃ → X and a �bration
ϕ : X̃ → Pk with the stated properties, so the only thing to show is k = 2. Sine
ϕ is indued by the moving part of the linear system |σ∗L| the general leaf mapsonto a hyperplane. Furthermore it is not hard to see that the restrition of |L| toa leaf is the linear system |EL| from Proposition 4.2, so the restrition of ϕ to L isthe �bration ϕL. Thus the hyperplane ϕ(L) is a urve.If the Piard number of X is one, the e�etive divisor L is ample. By [BBI00,Thm.4.4, Cor.4.6℄ this implies that X is a projetive spae and the quasi-linesare lines. The foliation de�ned by lines in the projetive spae has rank one, so
X ≃ P2. �Proof of Theorem 1.6. Statement a) of the theorem is settled by Proposition 4.2.Suppose now that we are in the situation of the Statement b). Fix a general point
x ∈ X and onsider the basi diagram

Fx

q′

��

p′
// X

Zxwhere Fx is the universal family of the foliation Fx. We have shown in Proposition4.2 that for [L] in Zx general, there exists a omplete linear system |EL| of dimensionone. Sine we have �xed x ∈ X , we also have a distinguished element [EL,x] ∈ |EL|,where
EL,x := Ex ∩ Lis the family of yles introdued in Lemma 4.3.Sine h1(L,OL) = 0 the line bundle EL does not deform, so |EL| is an irreduibleomponent of the Chow sheme C(L). By ountability of the number of irreduibleomponents of the relative Chow sheme C(Fx/Zx) there exists an integral sheme

Ux → Zx suh that the general �bre identi�es to |EL| ≃ P1. The �bration Ux → Zxhas a distinguished (rational) setion Sx given by x 7→ [EL,x].Consider now Ux as a subset of C(Fx). Then by [Kol96, I. Thm.6.8℄ the holomorphimap p′ indues a map p′∗ : C(Fx) → C(X) and we denote by Yx the image of Ux.It is immediate that Ux → Yx is birational. Let us now look at the family ofyles EL,x: learly their image by p′ is ontained in the variety p′(Ex) whih hasdimension at least rkFx − 1, sine the restrition of p′ to a general leaf EL,x is anisomorphism. Sine p′(Ex) ⊂ F sing
x the hypothesis on the dimension of the singularlous implies that p′(Ex) has dimension exatly rkFx − 1. Thus the image of EL,xdoes not depend on L. This shows that the distinguished setion Sx is ontratedby p′∗.Let Y be the normalisation of Yx and denote by X̃ the normalisation of the universalfamily over Y . Denote by σ : X̃ → X and ϕ : X̃ → Y the natural maps so that we18



get a ommutative diagram
Fx

q′

��

p′
// X X̃

σoo

ϕ

��

Zx
p′
∗

// Yx YooSine q′(p′−1(x)) ⊂ Sx and the normalisation Y → Yx is �nite, a diagram haseshows that σ−1(x) is �nite. Yet σ is birational and X is normal, so it follows byZariski's main theorem that σ−1(x) is a singleton and σ is an isomorphism in aneighbourhood of x. In order to simplify the notation, we identify σ−1(x) and x.By onstrution the �bre ϕ−1(ϕ(x)) is equal to EL,x, where L is a general leaf.Sine X̃ is smooth in x and EL,x is smooth in x by Lemma 4.3, the normal variety
Y is smooth in ϕ(x).Let now l ⊂ X̃ be a general quasi-line through x ontained in a general leaf L.Sine the birational map σ is an isomorphism around x, the quasi-line l does notmeet the lous where σ−1 is not a morphism. Thus we an see l as quasi-line in
X̃ passing through x and we will now show that l′ := ϕ(l) is a quasi-line in Y .Note �rst that sine Y is smooth in ϕ(x), the rational urve l′ is ontained in thesmooth lous of Y . The restrition of ϕ to ϕ−1(ϕ(l)) identi�es to the graph of themeromorphi �bration ϕL : L 99K P1 onstruted in Proposition 4.2. In partiular
l is a quasi-line in ϕ−1(ϕ(l)), so l′ ⊂ Y is a quasi-line by [BH07, Lemma 4.1℄.Let H′

ϕ(x) be the normalisation of the subset of the Chow sheme C(Y ) parametris-ing deformations and degenerations of l′ passing through y. The push-forwardindues a rational map ϕ∗ : Hx 99K H′
ϕ(x) and a dimension ount (see the proofof [BH07, Lemma 4.1℄) shows that this map is dominant. Apply now Theorem 1.2to the family of quasi-lines l′ ⊂ Y through ϕ(x) and denote by Gϕ(x) the result-ing foliation on Y . Sine the general leaves of the foliations Fx (resp. Gϕ(x)) arebuilt from quasi-lines parametrised by Hx (resp. H′

ϕ(x)), we an use the dominantmap ϕ∗ : Hx 99K H′
ϕ(x) to show that a general Fx-leaf is the ϕ-preimage of a gen-eral Gϕ(x)-leaf (the tedious details are left to the reader). Sine Y has dimension

n−rkFx+1, this implies that the general Gϕ(x)-leaf has rank one. Thus e(Y, l′) = 1by Example 2.6. �4.C. Examples. The following example generalises Example 2.7 to a situationwhere the quasi-line l′ ⊂ Y is not neessarily a line in a projetive spae.4.5. Example. Let Y be a projetive manifold of dimension n− 1 and let l′ ⊂ Ybe a quasi-line suh that e(Y, l′) = 1. Let now ϕ : X → Y be a oni bundle over Ysuh that the disriminant lous ∆ ⊂ Y satis�es ∆ · l′ ≥ 2. For a general quasi-line
l′, the preimage Xl′ := ϕ−1(l′) is a smooth surfae. Thus by [BH07, Lemma 4.1℄,there exists a quasi-line l ⊂ X that is a setion of Xl′ → l′. Let x be a general pointof X . Sine e(Y, l′) = 1, the Fx-leaves are ontained in the surfaes ϕ−1(l′), hene
rkFx ≤ 2. Moreover if we had e(X, l) = 1 an argument analogous to the proof of[BH07, Thm.4.14℄ would show that ϕ : X → Y is smooth. Sine this is not thease, we have e(X, l) > 1, so the foliation Fx has rank two. Note also that if Gϕ(x)19



denotes the rank one foliation assoiated to l′ ⊂ Y , then
dimx F

sing
x = dimϕ(x) G

sing
ϕ(x) + 1.We will now onstrut an example of a fourfold X ontaining a quasi-line l suhthat for x ∈ X general one has rkFx = 1 and dimx F

sing
x = 1, hene

dimx F
sing
x < rkFx − 1 +

1

2
(n− rkFx),but dimx F sing

x 6= rkFx−1. Using the onstrution in Example 4.5 one an transformthis into an example where the foliation has rank two.4.6. Example. Let d0 be a line in P3 and let E be a rank two vetor bundle givenby the Serre extension
0 → OP3 → E → Id0(−1) → 0.Set X := P(E), denote by ϕ : X → P3 the natural projetion, and by ξ the uniquee�etive divisor in the linear system |OP(E)(1)|. By the anonial bundle formula

−KX = ϕ∗5H + 2ξ,and one heks easily that −KX is nef.If d ⊂ P3 is a general line, then E|d ≃ OP1 ⊕ OP1(−1), so by [BH07,Prop.5.1.,Rem.5.6.℄ the variety X ontains a quasi-line l suh that ϕ(l) is a lineand e(X, l) = 1. Thus if we �x a general point x ∈ X (in partiular x /∈ ξ), thefoliation Fx has rank one and we laim that
F sing
x = ϕ−1(ϕ(x)) ∪ (ϕ−1(Hx) ∩ ξ),where Hx ⊂ P3 is the unique hyperplane ontaining ϕ(x) and d0. In partiular

F sing
x has dimension one in x.Proof of the laim. We start by analysing the degenerations of l passing through

x: we have −KX · l = 5, ϕ∗H · l = 1, so any degeneration is of the form
l0 +

∑

i≥1

lisuh that ϕ∗H · l0 = 1 and ϕ∗H · li = 0 for all i > 0. Thus for i > 1 the urve li isa ϕ-�bre, so −KX · li = 2. Hene there are two types of degenerations, eithera) −KX · l0 = 1 and the degeneration is of the form l0 + l1 + l2 with possibly l1 = l2,orb) −KX · l0 = 3 and the degeneration is of the form l0 + l1.Case a) Then −KX · l0 = 1 implies ξ · l0 = −2, so l0 is ontained in ξ and does notpass through x. Thus up to renumbering x ∈ l1, i.e. l1 = ϕ−1(ϕ(x)). If we �x l0,then l2 varies in a 1-dimensional family parametrised by the line ϕ(l0). The surfaeovered by these degenerations is of ourse nothing else than Xϕ(l0) := ϕ−1(ϕ(l0)).One easily omputes that l0 ⊂ Xϕ(l0) is a setion with self-intersetion −3, henethe surfae Xϕ(l0) ≃ P(E|ϕ(l0)) is a Hirzebruh surfae F3. A look at the extensionde�ning E shows that we are in this ase exatly when ϕ(l0) meets the line d0. Therestrition of the foliation Fx to Xϕ(l0) is the foliation de�ned by the penil
|OXϕ(l0)

(l0 + l1 + l2) ⊗ Ix|.20



The singular lous of this foliation ontains obviously the exeptional setion l0 butalso the urve ϕ−1(ϕ(x)), sine the yle l0+2l1 is not redued along l1 = ϕ−1(ϕ(x)).Case b) As in Case a) we show that l0 ⊂ ξ and l1 = ϕ−1(ϕ(x)). If we �x l0this shows that the surfae Xϕ(l0) := ϕ−1(ϕ(l0)) ontains a unique degeneration.Moreover l0 ⊂ Xϕ(l0) is the exeptional setion of the Hirzebruh surfae Xϕ(l0) ≃
P(E|ϕ(l0)) ≃ F1 and all this happens exatly when ϕ(l0) does not meet the line d0.The restrition of the foliation Fx to Xϕ(l0) is the foliation de�ned by the penil

|OXϕ(l0)
(l0 + l1) ⊗ Ix|.The general member of this penil is a setion with self-intersetion one, the uniquenon-smooth member is the degeneration l0 + l1. Thus the singular lous of thefoliation onsists of the point x and l0 ∩ l1 = ϕ−1(ϕ(x)) ∩ ξ. In this ase thesingular lous of the foliation does not depend on the hoie of l0.The singular lous of Fx is obtained as the union of the singular loi of the restritedfoliations, this shows the laim.5. Enumeration of quasi-linesThe main objet of this setion is to prove our only result when the Assumption 1.4fails (whih orresponds to the ase (II) desribed in Proposition 3.1). As we alreadysaid, we have no onrete example but we realised however that we an providesome information onerning another important problem, namely bounding e(X, l).Finally in Proposition 5.2 we try to address the same enumerative problem underthe hypothesis that Assumption 1.4 holds. We will see that although Proposition1.8 provides additional struture information, the bound obtained is far from beingoptimal.Before we ome to the proof, reall the following onsequene of the Hodge indextheorem: let S be a projetive surfae and H an ample divisor on X . If D is anydivisor, then

(D2)(H2) ≤ (D ·H)2(see [Har77, V., Ex.1.7℄). This obviously implies: let X be a projetive threefoldand H be an ample divisor on X . If D is any divisor, then(5) (D2 ·H)(H3) ≤ (D ·H2)2.Proof of Theorem 1.9. Fix two general points x and y in X , and denote as usualby Fx,y the unique Fx-leaf through y and by Fy,x the unique Fy-leaf through x.By Proposition 2.8,b) applied to the foliations Fx and Fy, the quasi-lines through
x and y are ontained in Fx,y and Fy,x. By hypothesis, the intersetion Fx,y ∩Fy,xis a strit subset of Fx,y and Fy,x. Sine the rank of the foliations is two, theintersetion is a union of urves that ontains the quasi-lines passing through x and
y. It follows that

e(X, l) deg l ≤ (Fx,y ∩ Fy,x) ·H ≤ Fx,y · Fy,x ·H.The varieties Fx,y and Fy,x are �bres of the equidimensional �bration q′ (see Dia-gram (3)), so they have the same ohomology lass. By Formula (5) above
F 2
x,yH ≤

(Fx,yH
2)2

H3
,21



so we obtain
e(X, l) ≤

(degFx,y)
2

degX × deg l
.Thus we are left to bound the degree of Fx,y : let µ : F ′

x,y → Fx,y be the desingu-larisation of Fx,y from Proposition 3.1,b). Then we have
degFx,y = H |2Fx,y

= (µ∗H)2.Let l1 be a quasi-line through x and y. Sine y is a smooth point of Fx,y, itsstrit transform l′1 is a rational urve that passes through y. By Proposition 3.1,b)we know that y is in the free lous of F ′
x,y, so l′1 is even a free rational urve of

µ∗H-degree exatly deg l.By onstrution of the leaf Fx,y there exists a family of quasi-lines l2 through x thatmeets l1. The strit transforms l′2 of suh general quasi-line form a dominant familyof rational urves that meet l′1 and also have µ∗H-degree exatly deg l. Thus byomb-smoothing we an onstrut a dominant family of rational urves of degree
2 deg l passing through y. Therefore by [Kol96, V., Prop.2.9℄

(µ∗H)2 ≤ 4(deg l)2.This implies the statement. �5.1. Remark. In the preeding proof, we used the hypothesis on the dimensionto ompute the degree of the intersetion Fx,y ∩ Fy,x via an intersetion produt
Fx,y · Fy,x. If X has higher dimension this is no longer possible, sine two surfaesmeeting in a bunh of urves are a ase of exess intersetion.5.2. Proposition. Let X be a projetive manifold of dimension three ontaininga quasi-line l. Let x be a general point in X, and denote by Fx the orrespondingfoliation. Assume that rkFx = 2 and the Assumption 1.4 holds. Denote by ϕ :
X̃ → P2 a holomorphi model of the �bration onstruted in Proposition 1.8. Then

e(X, l) ≤

( (d+1)(d+2)
2 max(d,H2)

d(d+3)
2

)

d2(d+1)(d+2)
2where d = H · l and H2 := H2 · ϕ∗OP2(1) and H is a very ample6 line bundle on

X̃.Proof. Let L be a general Fx-leaf. If y ∈ L is a general point, then by Lemma4.1,b) any quasi-line through x and y is ontained in the smooth lous of L andis a quasi-line in L. Sine L is a surfae, we have e(L, l) = 1 for any quasi-line
l ⊂ L. Thus bounding e(X, l) is equivalent to bounding the number of families ofquasi-lines on L. By [IV03, Prop. 2.1℄ we have

h0(L,OL(H)) ≤
(d+ 1)(d+ 2)

2
.Thus the very ample line bundle H |L de�nes an embedding of L →֒ PN with

N ≤ d(d+3)
2 . Moreover the embedded surfae L has degree

degL = (H |L)2 = H2 · L = H2 · ϕ∗OP2(1),6Atually it is su�ient that the restrition of H|L to a general Fx-leaf L is very ample.22



sine by Proposition 1.8 the surfae L is the preimage of a line in P2. The statementnow follows from a general estimate on the number of irreduible omponents ofthe Chow sheme [Hei05, Prop.3.6℄ �5.3. Example. We will now bound e(X, l) for the family of quasi-lines onstrutedin Example 2.7. The proof of Proposition 5.2 shows that this is equivalent tobounding the number of families of quasi-lines in the surfae Sd whih is the blow-up of P2 in �ve general points. The antianonial divisor −KSd
is very ample, soProposition 5.2 yields

e(X, l) ≤

(

60

9

)90

.Sine we know that h0(Sd,−KSd
) = 5, the proof of the proposition shows that wean lower the bound to
e(X, l) ≤

(

20

4

)45whih is still huge. We will now ompute expliitly the number of families on Sd:if l ⊂ Sd is a quasi-line, the linear system |OSd
(l)| is base-point free and de�nes abirational map ϕl : Sd → P2 suh that l maps onto a line. Sine −KSd

is ample,we see that ϕl is the blow-up of �ve points in general position in P2, in partiular
ϕl ontrats �ve disjoint (−1)-urves on Sd. Vie versa �ve disjoint (−1)-urves on
Sd determine a representation of Sd as a blow-up of �ve general points in P2. Thusthe problem redues to ounting the number of hoies of �ve disjoint (−1)-urveson Sd.Consider now the representation µ : Sd → P2 �xed in Example 2.7, and denote by
p1, . . . , p5 ∈ P2 the points we blow up. With respet to this representation, the
(−1)-urves on Sd are

• the �ve exeptional divisor E1, . . . , E5,
• the (strit transforms of the) ten lines passing through exatly two of thepoints p1, . . . , p5 whih we denote by d1, . . . , d10 ⊂ Sd, and
• the (strit transform of the) unique oni passing through p1, . . . , p5 whihwe denote by C ⊂ Sd.Out of these sixteen urves we have to hoose a on�guration of �ve that are disjoint.Case 1) The on�guration ontains C. The oni meets all the Ei and is disjointfrom all the dj . Thus we are left to hoose a on�guration of four disjoint dj . Thedual graph of the dj is the famous Petersen graph and it is easy to see that thereare exatly �ve suh possibilities.
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Case 2) The on�guration does not ontain C. The Petersen graph shows that it isnot possible to hoose �ve disjoint dj . If the on�guration ontains an exeptionaldivisor Ei, this exludes the four dj oming from lines through pi. A look at thePetersen graph shows that it is not possible to hoose four disjoint dj among theremaining six, so the on�guration ontains at least two exeptional divisors Ei, Ei′whih exludes seven dj oming from lines through pi or pi′ . The remaining three
dj are disjoint, so we get ten on�gurations with exatly two exeptional divisors.In the same way we see that if there are at least three exeptional divisors in theon�guration, the on�guration is given by E1, . . . , E5.In total we get 5 + 10 + 1 on�gurations, so

e(X, l) ≤ 16.Referenes[ABW92℄ M. Andreatta, E. Ballio, and J. Wi±niewski. Projetive manifolds ontaining largelinear subspaes. In Classi�ation of irregular varieties (Trento, 1990), volume 1515 ofLeture Notes in Math., pages 1�11. Springer, Berlin, 1992.[BBI00℄ Luian B desu, Mauro C. Beltrametti, and Paltin Ionesu. Almost-lines and quasi-lines on projetive manifolds. In Complex analysis and algebrai geometry, pages 1�27.de Gruyter, Berlin, 2000.[BH07℄ Laurent Bonavero and Andreas Höring. Quasi-lines and their degenerations. Ann. S.Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Si. (5), 6(3):359�383, 2007.[Deb01℄ Olivier Debarre. Higher-dimensional algebrai geometry. Universitext. Springer-Verlag,New York, 2001.[Ein85℄ Lawrene Ein. Varieties with small dual varieties. II. Duke Math. J., 52(4):895�907,1985.[EKL95℄ Lawrene Ein, Oliver Kühle, and Robert Lazarsfeld. Loal positivity of ample linebundles. J. Di�erential Geom., 42(2):193�219, 1995.[Har77℄ Robin Hartshorne. Algebrai geometry. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1977. GraduateTexts in Mathematis, No. 52.[Hei05℄ Gordon Heier. E�etive �niteness theorems for maps between anonially polarizedompat omplex manifolds. Math. Nahr., 278(1-2):133�140, 2005.[HK03℄ Jun-Muk Hwang and JongHae Keum. Seshadri-exeptional foliations. Math. Ann.,325(2):287�297, 2003.[IN03℄ Paltin Ionesu and Daniel Naie. Rationality properties of manifolds ontaining quasi-lines. Internat. J. Math., 14(10):1053�1080, 2003.[IR07℄ Paltin Ionesu and Franeso Russo. Coni-onneted manifolds. arxiv, 0701885, 2007.[IV03℄ Paltin Ionesu and Cristian Voia. Models of rationally onneted manifolds. J. Math.So. Japan, 55(1):143�164, 2003.[Kol96℄ János Kollár. Rational urves on algebrai varieties, volume 32 of Ergebnisse der Math-ematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematis.Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1996.[NO07℄ Carla Novelli and Gianlua Ohetta. Projetive manifolds ontaining a large linearsubspae with nef normal bundle. arxiv 0712.3406, 2007.[Sat97℄ Eiihi Sato. Projetive manifolds swept out by large-dimensional linear spaes. TohokuMath. J. (2), 49(3):299�321, 1997.Laurent Bonavero, Institut Fourier, UMR 5582 du CNRS, Université de GrenobleI, BP 74, 38402 Saint-Martin d'Hères, FraneE-mail address: laurent.bonavero�ujf-grenoble.frAndreas Höring, Université Paris 6, Institut de Mathématiques de Jussieu, Equipe deTopologie et Géométrie Algébrique, 175, rue du Chevaleret, 75013 Paris, FraneE-mail address: hoering�math.jussieu.fr 24
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